Purges were generally, but not always, responses to specific situations. As responses to large-scale membership increases they were regularly decreed affairs during the twenties, as in 1921.3 After 1921 responsibility for conducting purges was vested in the Central Control Commission. Using as his model the 1929-30 purge for which he claims the fullest data is available, Getty claims that if it were a model for those of the twenties then the main targets were the corrupt, opportunists, careerists, hangers-on, those who were of class-alien origin (itself a criterion which lent itself to abuse though he does not notice that in his statements), the inactive, passive, criminal, and so on. It was not done, at least explicitly, to rid the Party of all dissenters or oppositionists even when such people, by virtue of intelligentsia origin or values might have been expelled by proletarian committees for being "alien elements."4 This view implies that the purge was not primarily a political instrument and that Party cadres had little reason to fear them as long as they executed Party policy. Moreover, they were not directed at the "Verkhovniki" of the Party, its elite. By examining the circumstances surrounding Sultangaliev's arrest and trial we can test this hypothesis.
The period of 1921-23 was one of acute political tension at the center as well as in the nationality republics. In every borderland and national republic uprisings against Soviet power took place, frequently lasting for several years. Secondly, every nationality Party was a source of acute and persisting national rivalries from the Ukraine to Central Asia.5 At the center the struggle against various oppositions and worker-peasant discontent soon linked up with the growing intrigues around Lenin that antedated his first stroke and only intensified once his succession became the issue. Thus the institution of the Party purge and the use of the Cheka or later the GPU to quell dissent in Moscow or the republics entered into the government's agenda at this time. Sentiment in favor of strict discipline against dissenters on the national or any other question grew steadily. Already in 1919 the Ukrainian Party Central Committee resolved that any raising of the national question in struggle against the KPU was all the same whether done by bourgeois parties, or Soviet and semi-Communist parties, i.e., an attempt to undermine the proletarian dictatorship.6 In 1919 Stalin "jokingly" threatened dissenting Ukrainian Communists, Mazlakh and Shakhrai, with the Cheka for protesting against centralization there.7 From below the same mentality was on display at the Ninth Perm' Gubernia Party Conference in 1920 which announced, 3. Ibid..
